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Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association

December 17, 2002

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
12th Street Lobby, TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex Parte Presentation
IE Docket No. 01-185; ET Docket No. 95-18

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On December 17, 2002, copies of the attached letters were forwarded to Chairman
Michael K. Powell, Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner Michael J.
Copps and Commissioner Kevin J. Martin.

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission's rules, a copy of this letter and
attachments are being filed with your office. Should you have any questions regarding
this submission, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,

fJJiane J. Corne[[

Diane Cornell

cc: Chairman Michael K. Powell
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioners Kevin Martin
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Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association

December 17, 2002

The Honorable Michael J. Copps
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: IB Docket No. 01-185, ET Docket No. 95-18

Dear Commissioner Copps:

The wireless industry has been actively participating in the Mobile Satellite Service
("MSS") and New ICO Ancillary Terrestrial Component ("ATC") proceedings pending before
the Commission because of the importance of these issues to our industry. Any decision
regarding this very valuable block of spectrum will signal the direction the Commission will take
in its comprehensive review of spectrum policy issues. The Cellular Telecommunications &
Internet Association ("CTIA") submits that the only justifiable position from both a legal and
policy standpoint would be for the Commission to reallocate and auction the majority of the 2
GHz MSS spectrum, and to deny the requested ATC terrestrial authority.

As CTIA argued in its pending Petitions before the Commission seeking reallocation and
auction of the 2 GHz MSS band, l several MSS licensees have admitted that their service is not
viable. Additionally, in the interim since the International Bureau licensed the MSS carriers,
several have failed to satisfy the initial 2 GHz MSS milestone required as a condition of their
license, raising serious questions about whether they have the financial strength even to fulfill
the simplest ofrequirements.2 This underutilized spectrum, along with the 14 MHz of

1 See Petition for Rulemaking of the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association
Concerning Reallocation of2 GHz Spectrumfor Terrestrial Use (filed May 18,2001); see also
Petition for Reconsideration ofthe Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association, ET
Docket No. 00-258 and 95-18, ill Docket No. 99-81 (filed October 15,2001).
2 See e.g., Letter to Marlene Dortch, Secretary, FCC, from Kathryn Zachem, Esq. and L.
Andrew Tollin, Esq., on behalfofAT&T Wireless Services, Inc., Cingular Wireless LLC and
Verizon Wireless, DA 01-1638, File No. 189-SAT-LOI-97, ffiFS Nos. SAT-LOI-19970926­
00161, SAT-AMD-20001103-00158 (filed December 11,2002) (asserting that TMI has failed to
satisfy the initial 2 GHz MSS milestone); Petition to Deny Applications ofConstellation
Communications Holdings, Inc., Mobile Communications Holdings, Inc., File Nos. SAT-T/C­
20020718-00114, SAT-MOD-20020719-00103, File Nos. SAT-T/C-20020719-00104, SAT-
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unassigned spectrum originally allocated to MSS in the 2 GHz band, would be put to its best and
highest use if it were to be auctioned for other uses.

The most logical location for any spectrum that the Commission reallocates now, or at
some point in the future, would be at the bottom of the 2 GHz MSS bands, as close as possible to
the PCS and Advanced Services allocations. Following the reallocation, the Commission should
initiate a rulemaking to determine the appropriate service and auction rules for the band. This
location would increase the attractiveness of that spectrum for mobile uses, and offer the greatest
potential for interested bidders to most effectively serve consumers needs. If the Commission is
truly focused on a goal of improving the existing inefficiencies of its current allocation scheme,
it will strive to group like services in close proximity as the Spectrum Task Force recommended,
instead of creating new isolated blocks of spectrum. Moreover, this approach would ensure that
any remaining MSS service allocation would be realistically sized, and would not cut into
spectrum that could be more valuable - both domestically and internationally - if it were
reallocated to other uses.

CTIA continues to oppose any grant of terrestrial capability to the MSS licensees if that
capability is not awarded through an auction that is open to all interested bidders. The terrestrial
service that several licensees seek from the Commission is at odds with the Commission's
interpretation of the ORBIT Act, which recognizes that terrestrial operations using spectrum
shared with international satellite services do not fall within the competitive bidding exemption.3

Section 309(j) of the Communications Act requires that the Commission auction any such grant
of terrestrial service.

Based on its review of the ex parte filings and its own meetings with Commissioners and
FCC staff, however, CTIA understands that the Commission is seriously considering granting
some form of ATC to MSS licensees. As noted above, CTIA remains opposed to any grant of
terrestrial capability to MSS licensees. But, if the Commission should decide to take such action,
it must ensure that any ATC capability be truly ancillary, and not merely be a pretense for MSS
carriers to acquire a terrestrial service capability without having to pay for that right at auction.
To achieve that goal, the Commission should apply clear and objective conditions to ensure that
the MSS spectrum is utilized primarily for the purpose intended, a satellite service. Otherwise,
Commission action threatens to undermine the very purpose behind the MSS allocation and
service rules - to "encourag[e] the expeditious delivery of telecommunications services, via
satellite services, to unserved communities."4 Given the difficult legal and policy questions
raised by these ATC requests, if the Commission determines that some ATC grant is necessary,

MOD-20020719-00103 (filed September 4,2002); Letter to Marlene Dortch, Secretary, FCC,
from Kathryn Zachem, Esq. and L. Andrew Tollin, Esq., on behalfofAT&T Wireless Services,
Inc., Cingular Wireless LLC and Verizon Wireless, Docket No. 01-185 et ale (filed Aug, 14,
2002).
3 See Amendment ofParts 2 and 25 ofthe Commission's Rules to Permit Operation ofNGSO
FSS Systems Co-Frequency with GSO and Terrestrial Systems in the Ku-Band Frequency Range,
ET Docket No. 98-206, Memorandum Opinion and Order and Second Report and Order, FCC
02-116 at 11243-45 (reI. May 23,2002), pets. for recon pending, appeal pending sub nom.
Northpoint Technology v. FCC, No 02-1194 (D.C. Cir. filed June 3, 2002).
4 The Establishment ofPolicies and Service Rules for the Mobile Satellite Service in the 2 GHz
Band, mDocket No. 99-81, Report and Order, , 33 (reI. Aug. 25, 2000).
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then the Commission should give careful attention to how "ancillary terrestrial component" is
defined, and ensure that the ATC capability is indeed ancillary.

If the Commission decides to allow MSS licensees to incorporate ATC into their satellite
systems, it should use as a starting point its own proposed definition of "ancillary" from the
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - that ancillary services "refer strictly to services provided by
MSS operators that are integrated with the satellite network, use assigned MSS frequencies, and
are provided for the purpose of augmenting signals in areas where the principal service signal,
the satellite signal, is attenuated."s To give content to this definition in the MSS context, the
Commission should consider use of the following gating criteria to ensure that the terrestrial
service remains ancillary, as the MSS carriers request, and that the overall service continues to
be a true satellite service offering, as the MSS carriers have promised.

• The MSS licensee must have fulfilled all of its milestones, the satellite component of the
MSS system must be fully deployed (and providing service, as the NPRM proposed,
"covering all 50 states, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands 100% of the time"6), and
there must be an actual service offering throughout the United States, with a track record
over a period of time sufficient to demonstrate that rural consumers are in fact being served.
If rural consumers are to receive the benefits the MSS carriers have so aggressively touted in
their advocacy, the Commission must be sure that a distribution mechanism is in place that
ensures all U.S. consumers are able to be educated about and subscribe to the MSS offering.
MSS licensees received their licenses solely to provide satellite service, and these
authorizations were not subject to the 309(j) auction requirement because terrestrial
capability was not an issue. If the Commission is to be sure that rural consumers receive the
benefits intended when the International Bureau licensed MSS, it must be certain that a
robust satellite system has been deployed and that MSS licensees are making a legitimate
effort to provide satellite service before these licensees should be permitted to launch the
ancillary terrestrial component of that service.

• As the NPRM proposed, any ancillary terrestrial services should "use assigned MSS
frequencies.,,7 By this, it is understood that the bandwidth used for a 2 GHz MSS licensee's
ancillary terrestrial component should be entirely within the primary Selected Assignment of
that licensee (within the pair of 3.5 MHz wide bands comprising the licensee's Selected
Assignment). Because it would be difficult to retune any ancillary component operating
outside the Selected Assignment if the spectrum were to be needed by a subsequent MSS
licensee, or if it were reallocated, the Commission should not compound the spectrum
management problems associated with secondary usage by the licensee of the spectrum
outside the licensee's Selected Assignment. A further complication is that allowing ATe
operations outside of assigned spectrum could create additional interference to incumbent
terrestrial fixed operations. A similar requirement may be necessary in other MSS bands as
well to protect incumbent satellite operations.

S See Flexibility for Delivery ofCommunications by Mobile Satellite Service Providers in the 2
GHz Band, the L-Band, and the 1.612.4 GHz Band, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, at <j[ 30, ill
Docket No. 01-185, ET Docket No. 95-18 ("NPRM") (released Aug. 17,2001).
6 Id. at <j[ 32.
7 Id. at <j[ 30.
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• The NPRM seeks to identify "what measures [to] take to ensure that an MSS operator
maintains sufficient satellite coverage and service availability once it has initiated
commercial use of its terrestrial facilities."g The amount of separate bandwidth that is set
aside for the ATC must be relatively small and limited so as to leave sufficient bandwidth to
meet the system's satellite traffic demands, and to ensure that rural users and others who
truly need access to satellite capacity have a minimal probability of encountering a busy
signal. A reasonable criterion would be that the capacity in any satellite antenna beam is
never reduced by more than 20% from what it would be in the absence of an ancillary
terrestrial component. Another approach would be to limit the minutes of use on the ATC to
20% of the minutes used on the satellite service.

• Since, as the Commission proposed in its NPRM, any ancillary service should only be
"provided for the purpose of augmenting signals in areas where the principal service signal,
the satellite signal, is attenuated,,,9 ATC-only subscriptions should not be allowed.
Moreover, the ATC should be accessible only via a satellite/terrestrial multi-mode terminal,
and the handset should be required to "look" first to the satellite, and only revert to the
terrestrial mode if it cannot "see" the satellite. Allowing MSS licensees the ability to provide
ATC using a terrestrial-only phone would highlight that ATC is intended as a stand-alone
terrestrial service, not as an ancillary offering. If the Commission chooses to allow some
form of ATC, the purpose of the terrestrial component should be to augment the reach of the
offering, not to establish a stand-alone terrestrial CMRS service that is the default in certain
areas (i.e. urban areas). Such action would be consistent with the Commission's treatment of
Satellite Digital Audio Radio Service (SDARS) terrestrial repeaters, which does not allow
stand alone operations, but requires "complementary" repeaters to simply retransmit DARS
services to subscribers' receivers. to

• The NPRM proposed that an ancillary terrestrial service should be "integrated with the
satellite network ....We expect the character of such services to remain the same whether
provided by satellite or terrestrially."ll To fulfill this criterion, the services and marketing
packages offered to users when accessing the ATC should be the same as those offered via
the satellite component. In addition, network operations in the ATC should be truly
integrated with those in the satellite component, including call routing, user authorization,
and supplementary services. The MSS applicants seeking ATC have said they seek that
authority solely to offer integrated service offerings - the Commission should take them at
their word. The ancillary terrestrial component should not provide capability upgrades or
cost savings for only the ATC customers of MSS licensees.

• Finally, ATe must be subject to restrictions that ensure it does not create any additional
interference to services/users in adjacent bands than would be the case with the traditional

g Id. at CJ[ 45.
9 Id. at CJ[ 30.
10 See XM Radio Inc., Application for Special Temporary Authority to Operate Satellite Digital
Audio Radio Service Complementary Terrestrial Repeaters, DA 01-2172, CJ[ 11 (reI. Sept. 17,
2001); see also Establishment ofRules and Policies for the Digital Audio Radio Service in the
2310-2360 MHz Band, Report and Order, Memorandum Opinion and Order, and Further Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking, 12 FCC Red. 5754, CJ[<][ 138-142 (1997).
11 See NPRM at <][ 30.
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MSS offering. This safeguard is even more relevant if the Commission is considering
reallocation of some portion of the 2 GHz band. The Commission should not condone the
establishment of a service that harms surrounding FCC licenses solely in order to provide a
benefit to MSS licensees who are asking for capabilities that extend beyond their original
bundle of rights.

The FCC should at a minimum put any gating criteria that it is considering out for
comment before moving ahead. This issue need not be decided by the Commission immediately,
as the second MSS milestone is still more than seven months away. As CTIA has cautioned
before, a hasty decision by the Commission granting ATC will most likely result in a morass of
legal proceedings, and a guarantee that this spectrum would either lie fallow or be inefficiently
used for years to come. With the recently released Spectrum Policy Task Force Report
highlighting the Commission's desire to focus on sound spectrum management policy, it is more
important than ever that the Commission establish a sound record before making a decision in
this important potentially precedent-setting proceeding. Consumers would be far better served if
the Commission were to reallocate and auction the 2 GHz spectrum that is licensed to MSS
companies that have missed milestones or are not viable, than to grant those licensees additional
terrestrial capabilities that the MSS licensees themselves have conceded will do nothing to help
their profitability outlook.

Very truly yours,

Thomas E. Wheeler

Cc: Marlene Dortch, Secretary
Don Abelson, Chief, International Bureau
Tom Sugrue, Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Ed Thomas, Chief, Office of Engineering and Technology
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